RECEIVED & INSPECTED
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Jeri Wright g - MQ!LQQM

311 Pinewood Trail , Forney, TX 75126

November 2, 2005 7:35 AM

Senator Kay Hutchison

11.S. Senate

284 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Hutchison:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commnissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Scrvice Fund (USE) collection method to a monthly flat [ce.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
[amily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC,

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. Il the
FCC changes that system to a flai fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month ol long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes ol long distance a month,
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fec tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USI Fair Coalition, of which T am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletlers and up to date information on their website, including links 1o FCC information.  While [ am aware that
lederal law does not require companics (o recover, or "pass along” these lees to their customers, the geality is that they
do, Asaconsumer [ would like ensure [ am charged fairly. f the FCC gocs to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more., And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC othcials, the FCC has plans (o change 1o a [Tal
fec system soon and without legislation,

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behall, letting them know how a flat fee (ax could disproportionaiely
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and 1 look forward (o hearing about your position on this atter.

Sincerely,

Jeri Winght

ce:
The Federal Communications Commission



Natalie Minkovsky
F11 Thorndike Rd , Philadelphia, PA 19115-4019

November 2, 2005 8:04 AM

Senator Rick Santorum

11.5. Senate

511 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Santorum:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position (o change the Universal
Service Fund (USH) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my [nends,
family and neighbors, wiil be negatively impacted by the untair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. Pcople who use more pay more mto the sysiem.  If the
FCC changes that systemn to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month ol long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their imited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wircless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
[n addition, i would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesscs all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the TISF issue with monthly
newsletlers and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  'While I am aware that
lederal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these [ces to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer 1 would like ensure I am charged fairly. Ifthe FCC goes (o a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according (o the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC lias plans (o change to a [l
fee system soon and without legislation.

[ will continue to monitor developments o the issue and continue (o spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns (o the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I lock forward to hearing about your position on this matier.

Sincerely,

Natahic Minkovsky

ce:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Ponald Fremont
T
442 Ning Milg Treg Road , Gloversvillg, Y 12078

Hovember 2, 2005 12:00 AM

Representative John Metugh

Lo, House of Representatives

2533 Rayburn Housg Office Huilding
Washinglon, C 20515-0001

dubjget: Re: Federal-state Joint Board on Universal ervieg CC Pocket 96-43

Pear Representative Metugh:

[ have serious conegrns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to ehange the Universal
Servieg Fund (USF) eollgetion method to a monthly flat fee. Mang of gour eonstitugnts, ineluding me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will be negalively impaetzd by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

s you kRnow, UST is currgntly eoligeted on a revenuge bagis. Pzople who usg more pay morg into the system. If the
FCC changes that sgstem o a flat fee, that means thal somgong who uses ong thousand minutgs a month of tong
distance, pays thg sameg amount into the fund as somgong who usgs zgro minutes of long distancg a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limitgd rgsourees Wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A {lat {ge tax could causg many low-volumg long distaneg users, like studgnts, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizens
and low-incomg rgsidential and rural consumers, to give up their phongs dug 1o unaffordablg monthly inergases on
their bills, 8hifting the funding burdgn of the UST from high volumg to low-volume usgrs is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would havg & highly detrimgntal effeet on small busingsses all across fimgrica.

The Reep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, kgeps me informed about the USF issue with menthly newsleiters
and up to datg information on their website, including links to PCC information. While [ am awarg thal federal law does
not requirg eompanigs 1o reecover, or "pass along” these fggs to their customers, the reality s that they do. s s
consumer | would likg gnsure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC gogs to & numbers taxed, my sgrviee will cost morg. find
aceording to the Coslition's reegnt meetings with top FCC officials, thg FCC has plans to change 10 a flat fee sgstem
goon and withouat Iggislation.

[ will continug to monitor developments on the issug and eontinug (o spread the word to myg eommunity. I request you
pass along my conegrns to the FCC on my behalf, Igtting them know how a flal fge tax could disproporlionately affeet
those in your conslitugney.

Thank you for gour eontinued work and | look forweard to hearing about gour position on this matier,

dineerely,

Ponald Fremont

ce: ‘ . ‘
The Pederal Communications Commission
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bob johnson
7 misty shore drive , berlin, MD 21811

November 2, 2005 7:50 AM

Senator Paul Sarbanes

[1.8. Senate

309 Hant Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Sarbanes:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position o change the Universal
Service Fund (USF} collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC,

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more mto the systern.  If the
FCC changes that system Lo a flat fee, that means (hat someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as semeone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constiluents who usc their limited resources wisely should not be penahized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessay.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsleiters and up 1o date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While [ am aware tlia
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees o their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure | am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans 10 change 1o a fla
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the i1ssue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behall, letting them know how a flat lee tax could disproportionately
alleet those in yowr constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and [ look forward to hearing about your position on this matier.

Sincerely,

bob johnson

ce
The Federal Communications Commission
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Clargneg Railgy FCC' MAILROOM

2502 Cod Prive , bouigvillg, KY 40272

Novgmbher 2, 2005 4:08 11M

Segnator Jim Bunning

U.5. denale

316 Hart $¢nate Offieg Building
Washington, PC 20510-0001

Subjget: Re: Federal-state Joinl Board on Universal $erviee CC Pockel 36-43

Pear Sgnator Bunning:

| have sgrious eoncgrns regarding the Pederal Commaunications Commissions’ (FCC) position to ehange theg Universal
sServieg Fund (UST) eollgetion method to a monthly flat fee. Mang of your eonstitugnts, ineluding me, my frignds, family
and neighbors, will bg nggatively impacted by the unfair ehangg propoesed by theg FCC.

Hs gou know, UST is eurrently eollgeted on a revenug basis. Peoplg who use morg pay more into the system.  |f the
FCC changes that system to a flat fge, that means that someong who usgs ong thousand minutgs & month of long
distancg, pags the samg amount inlo the fund as somgong who uses zero minutes of long distaneg a month.
Constitugnts who use their limited resourees wisgly should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat feg tax coald eause many low-volume ong distancg users, like students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizens
and low-incomg residential and rural consumers, 10 givg up their phongs due to unaffordable monihly inergasgs on
their bills. $hifting the junding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volume users s redical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimgntal gffgel on small busingsses all across merica.

The Kegp U$T Pair Coalition, of which | am a mgmber, kegps me informed about the U$T issug with monthly newsletlgrs
and up o datg information on their websilg, including links to FCC informalion. Whilg [ am awarg thal federal 1aw does
not rgquirg companigs to rgeover, or "pass alons” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. As a
consumger | would like gnsurg [ am chargded fairly. If the FCC gogs 10 a numbers taxed, my sgrvieg will cost more. «ind
according to the Coalition's reegnt meglings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans (o changde 10 & flat fee system
soon and without Iggislation.

| will econtinug 10 monitor dgvelopments on the issug and continug to spread the word to my community. | rgquesl gou
pass along my conegrns to the FCC on my behalf, lgtting thgm Rnow how a flat fee tax could disproportionatgly affect
thosg in gour constitugney.

Thank you for your eontinued work and [ look forward to hearing about gour position on this matter,

dinegrely,

Clargnee Railey

ee:
The Federal Communiceations Commission
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6321 lounar bang , Paradisg, G 959692325

Hovember 2, 2005 3:22 M

aenator Pianne Feinstein

{1.8. 3enatg

331 Hart dgnaig Cffieg Building
Washington, PC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-state Joint Board on Universal Servicg CC Pocket 96-45

Pear Senator Feinstein:

| have sgricus conegrns regarding the FPederal Commanieations Commissions’ (FCO) position 1o ehange thg Universal
Servieg Fund (UST) collection method to a monthly flat fge. Many of gour eonstitugnts, ineluding me, my frignds, family
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfsir change proposed by the FCC.

s you know, USF is currently coligeted on a rgvenuge basis, Pecple who usg more pay merg into the sgstgm. {f the
FOC changes that syatem 10 & fiat fgg, that means that somegong who usgs ong thousand minutgs a month of long
distance, pays the samg amount into thg fund as someong who uses z¢ro minules of long distance a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited rgsouregs wisgly shoald not be pgnalized for doing so.

1 flat feg tax could causg many low-volume long distancg users, likg students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizens
and low-ineome residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones dug to unaffordablg monthly inergases on
their bills. $hifting the funding burden of the USF from high volame to low-volume users is radieal and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental ¢ffeet on small busingssgs all across merica.

The Reep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am a member, kgeps mg informged about thg UST issug with monthly newsletiers
and up to datg information on their webaite, including links to PCC information. Whilg [ am awarg that federal law dogs
not rgquirg companigs to rgeover, or "'pass along” these fees to their customers, the realily is thal they do. s a
consumer | would likg gnsure [ am charged fairly. ) the FOC gogs 10 a numbers taxed, my servieg will cost moreg. find
according to the Coalition's reeent meelings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 10 2 flat fee system
soon and without leggislation.

| will continue to monitor deveglopments on the issug and eontinag to spread the word to my eommunity. 1 request gou
pass along my eonegrns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them Know how a {lat fee tax could disproportionalely affeet
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank gou for your eontinued work and | look forward to hearing abouat gour position on this matter.

dineerely,

Patricia lewan

ce:
The Federal Communications Commission



Mary von Alven FCC- MAILROOM

136 Kerry Court , Vacaville, CA 95687-5112

RECEIVED & INSPECTED
JAN 9 g 2005

November 2, 2005 6:53 AM

Senator Dianne Feinstein

[1.5. Senale

331 Hart Scnate Oflice Building
Washington, DC 20:510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-44

Dear Senator Feinstein:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commssions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USE) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC,

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay mor

¢ into the system.  1f the

FCC changes thaf system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount nto the fund as someone who uses zero minuies of long distance a month.

Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and mral consurners, 1o give up their phones due to unatfordable monthly mcreases on

their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

radical and unnecessary.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly

newslelters and up to date information on their website, including hinks to FCC information.

While [ am awarc that

federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality 1s that they
do. As aconsumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost

more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC oflicials, the FCC has
[ee system soon and without legislation,

plans to change to a llal

I will continue to moenitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my commumity. 1 request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behall, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately

affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your contimed work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,
Mary von Alven

[ 4
"The Federal Communications Commissioti
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Marcella Farrah
23 Bougainville Dr , Mexico, MO 65265

November 2, 2005 7:55 AM

Senator Jim Talent

11.8. Senate

493 Russell Senate Office Building
Washinglon, DC 20510-0001

Subject; Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Talent:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ {FCC) position 1o change the Universal
Service Fund (USH) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my Inends,
lamily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As vou know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system.  [f the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes ol long distance a mounth.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unalfordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume Lo low-volume users is radical and unnecessary,
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which T am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthiy
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links 10 FCC information.  While T ar aware (hat
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along' these lees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. Asaconsumer I would like cnsure I am charged fairly, If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according 1o the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee systemn seon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issuc and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
alfect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Marcella Farrah

[
The Federal Communications Commission

i



RECEIVED & INSPECTED
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Bilg Moveey — LECC.MAIBOOM

420 Bennglt cirelg , @illsvillg, @ 30543-4211
November 2, 2005 141 99M

Segnalor Johnny lsakson

L% denale

120 Russell Sgnatg Office Building
Washington, PC 20510-0001

Subjget: Re: Federal-Statg Joint Board on Universal Sgrvieg TC Pockel 96-495

Dgar Senator [sakson:

| havg g¢rious coneegrna rggarding the Fedgral Communieations Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) eoilgetion method 10 a menthly flat feg. Meny of your conalitugnts, ineluding me, my [rignds, family
and ngighbors, will bg negatively impacied by the unfair echange proposed by the FCC.

Us you Rnow, UsF is curregntly eollgeted on & rgvenag basis. People who usg morg pay morg inte the sysigm. [ the
FCC ehanges that system to a flat fee, that means that somgong who usegs one thousand minutgs a month of long
distance, pays the samg amount intc the fund as someong whe uses zgro minutes of long distanég & month.
Constitugnis who usg their limited resourees wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could causg many low-volume long distance users, likg students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizens
and low-incomg residential and rural consumers, to give up their phongs dug to anaffordablg monthiy inergases on
their bills. $hifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volumg users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, It would havg a highly detrimental gffect on small busingsses all across fimerica.

The Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which [ am a member, keeps me informed about the USTF issue with monthly newsletigrs
and up to datg information on their website, including links to FCC information. While | am aware that federal law dogs
not regquirg eompanigs to reecover, or "pass along” these fees to their custiomers, the reality is that they do. s a
consumer | would like gnsurg | am charged fairly. I the FCC goes 10 a numbers 1axed, my servieg will cost more. And
according to the Coalition's reegnt meetings with top FCOC offieials, the FCC has plans to change 10 & flat fee system
soon and without lggislation.

Lwill eontinug to monitor developments on the issug and eomtinue (o spread the word to my community. 1 request you
pass along my eonegrne to thg FCC on my behalf, 1gtting them know how a flat feg tax eould disproportionately affeet
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank gou for gour continugd work and 1 look forward to hgaring ahoyt gour position on this matter,

dincerely,

Billy Massey

G
The Federal Communications Commission



l.gg Hannula ' e an l
.
1124 t/2 diiee 8t. , Rothsehild, WI 54474

NMovember 2, 2005 {:15 9

denator Russel! Feingold

{i.9. denate

506 Hart $gnate Office Building
Washinglon, PC 20510-0001

$ubjeet: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Univgrsal Sgrvice CC Pockel 96-45

Dear dgnator Feingold:

I havg sgrious conegrns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Universal
Serviee Tund (USP) eollection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your conslitugnts, ineluding me, my frignds, family
and ngighbors, will bg nggatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by (he FCC.

s gou know, UST iz currgntly ecligeted on a revenug basis. People who usg morg pay morg inte the system. 1] the
FCC changgs that system to a flat fee, that means that someong who uses ong thousand minutgs a month of long
distancg, pays the sameg amount into the fund as scmeong who uses zero minutes of long distancg a month.
Constitugnts who use their limited resourcgs wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

T flat fee tax could causg many low-velume long distance users, like students, prepaid wirglgss users, sgnior citizgns
and Jow-income rgsidential and rural consumers, 10 give up their phongs dug to unaffordabig monthly inergasgs on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unneegssary. [n
addition, it would havg a highly detrimental effeet on small busingsses all aeross WAmerica,

The Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which | am a mgmber, kegps me informed aboul the UST izsug with monthly newsletters
and up to datg information on their website, ineluding Iinks to FCC information. Whilg | am awarg thal federa! law dogs
nol requirg companigs 1o reeover, or "pass along” these fees Lo their customers, the regality is that they do. s a
consumer | would like gnsurg | am charged fairly. If the FCC gogs to a numbers texed, my servieg will eost morg. fnd
aceording to the Coalition's rgegnt meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plang to changg 1o a flat fge system
scon and without lggislation.

1 will continug 1o monitor developments on the issug and continug 10 spread the word to my communily. | request gou
pass along my conegrns to the FCC on my behalf, igtting them know how a flat fee tax could disproporlionately affect
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank you for gour eontinued work and [ look forward to hgaring about your posilion on this matier.

dinegrely,

leg Hannula

ce
The Federal Communications Commission
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John MaRowige

24 dunsgt Road , Wellsburg, NY 14894

November 2, 2005 5:39 1M

Representative John Kuhl

8. House of Representatives

1505 Longworlh House Office Dailding
Washingion, PC 20515-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-staig Joint Board on Universal Sgrvieg CC Poeket 96-45

Pear Represeniativg Kuhl:

| have sgrious conegrns regarding thg Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) posilion to echange the Universal
Serviee Fund (USF) eollgetion method to a monthly flat fee. Mang of gour eonstitugnts, including me, mg frignds, [amily
and ngighbors, will bg negatively impacigd by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

s you know, UsT is currently eollgeted on a revenue basis. Peoplg who usg morg pay morg into the system. |f thi
F(C changgs that syaiem to a flat feg, that mgans that somgong wha aggs ong thousand minutes a month of long
distaneg. pags the sameg amount into the fund as somgong who usgs zgro minulgs of long distance a month,
Constitugnts who usg their limited rgsouregs wisgly should not be penalized for doing so.

€ flat fge tax could eause many low-volume long distanee users, |iRg students, prepaid wirgless users, senior cilizens
and low-incomg residential and rural eonsumers, to give up their phongs dug lo unaffordablg monthly inereases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the UsT from high volume to low-volumg users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental gffect on amall busingsses all across Hmerics.

The Reep UST Fair Coalition, of whieh | am a member, Reeps me informed aboat the UST issue with monthly newsletters
and up 10 date information on their wghsitg, including links to FCC information. Whilg | am aware that federal taw dogs
not regquirg companigs to rgeovgr, or "'pasgs along” these fees to their customers, the reality is thal they do. fis a
consumer | would likg ensureg | am charged fairly. If the FCC goes 1o a numbers taxed, my sgrvicg will cost more. And
according to the Coalition's recgnl meetings with top FCC officials, thg FCC has plans to changg (o a flat feg system
scon and without legislation.

1 will continue to monitor deveglopments on the issug and eontinug to spread the word to my ecommunity. | requesl gou
pass along my eonegrns 1o the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat feg tax could disproportionalegly affect
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank you Jor your eonlinugd work and [ ook forward to hearing about your position on this matier.

Sincerely,

John Makowige

ce
The Federal Communicaticns Commission



marylou gajdowski
18459 grange ctr. rd. , sacgertown, PA 16433

November 2, 2005 7:33 AM

Senator Rick Santorum

11.S. Scnale

511 Dirksen Scnate Oflice Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Santorum:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Unwversal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of vour constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC,

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system.  If the
FCC changes that system 1o a [lat fee, that means that someoune who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes ol long distance a month.
Constitucnts who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A lat fee tax could cause many low-velume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifiing the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which 1 am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issuc with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links 1o FCC information.  While I am aware that
lederal law does not require companies to tecover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the veality s that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. H the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC ofhicials, the FCC has plans to change to a flal
fee syslem soon and without legislation,

1 will continue (¢ monitor developments on the issue and continue (o spread the word (0 my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behall, letting thern know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
allect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

marylou gajdowski

ool
The Federal Communications Comimission
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clyde dailey
8464 florence rd , douglasville, GA 30135

Senator Johnny Isakson

U.S. Senate

120 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Isakson:

T have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more info the system. If
the FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Corstituents who use their limited rescurces wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills, Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America,

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up %o date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to.recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans 1o change to o flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
disproportionately affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and T look forward te hearing about your position on this matter.
Sincerely,

clyde dailey

ce:
The Federal Communications Commission
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Suzana Doyle
T
172 high Rock Rd , Groton, CT 06340

November 2, 2005 6:08 AM

Senator Chris Dodd

LS. Senate

448 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Dodd:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Umiversal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
[amily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the untair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I the
FCC changes that system 1o a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes 1« month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, lo give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume 1o low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across Amnerica.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information,  'While T am aware that
federal law does not require compantes to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As aconsumer I would like ensure [ am charged fairly. 1f the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change 1o a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. 1 request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
allect those in your constituency.,

Thank you {or your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your pesition on this matter.

Sincerely,

Suzana Doyle

oo
The Federal Communications Commission
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1444 Co. Rd. €, Seribngr, NE 68057-1402

Hovember 2, 2003 1:09 1M

Senator Pen Relson

U.5. denale

720 Hart $gnate Offieg Building
Washinglon, C 20310-0001

Subjget: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal dervieg CC Pocket 96-45

Pear dgnator Helson:

1 havg sgrious eoncgrns regarding the Federal Communieations Commissions' (FCC) position lo ehange the Universal
Servieg Fund (UST) eollgetion method to a monthly flat feg. Many of your eonstilugnts, ineluding me. my [rignds, family
and ngighbors, will bg negatively impaeted by the unfeir change proposed by the FCC.

s you know, UsT is currently collgeted on a rgvenug basis. Pgople who use more pay morg into thg system. [f the
FCC changes that system to a flal fge, that means thal somgong who uses ong thousand minutgs & month of long
distance, pays the samg amount into the fund as somgong who usgs zgro minules of long dislance a month.
Constitugnts who use their limiled rescuregs wisely should not bg penalizgd for doing so.

A flat fzg tax could causg many low-votame long distaneg users, like gludents, prepaid wirgless users, sgnior citizens
and low-incomg residential and rural consumers, 10 give up their phongs dug 1o unaffordable monthly inergasegs on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the UST from high volumg to low-volume users is radical and unngegssary. In
addition, it would havg a highly detrimental gffect on small businesses all aeross fImerica.

The Keep UST Fair Coalition, of which [ am a megmber, kegps me informed aboul thg UST issug with monthly newsletters
and up to datg information on their websitg, ineluding links to FCC information. Whilg | am awarg that Jederal taw dogs
nol requirg eompanigs to rgcover, or "pass along” lhese fees 10 their customers, the reality is that they do. fis a
consumer 1 would like gngure | am charged fairly. If the FCC gogs 10 a numbers taked, my servieg will cost morg. nd
aceording to the Coslition's recent megtings with top FCC officials, thg FCC has plans to changg to a flat fee system
soon and without lggislation.

[ will continug to monitor degvelopments on the issug and continug to spread thg word to my community. | request you
pass along my conegrns to the FCC on my behalf, lgtting them Know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affeel
thosg in your constilugney.

Thank gou for your eonlinugd work and [ look forward to hegaring about your position on this matter.

dinegrely,

TIndrew bangemgigr

cCe
The Federat Communications Commission
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Movember 2, 2005  5:1{ 71M

Senator Carl lgvin

L. Sgnate

269 Russell Senate Office Building
Washington, PC 20510-000i

Subjeet: Re: Federal-state Joint Board on Universal Servieg CC Poeket 96-45

Pear denator gvin:

[ have sericus coneerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position 1o change the Universal
Servieg Tund ({UST) eolleetion method to a monthiy fiat feg. Many of gour eonstitugnts, including me, my frignds, family
and neighbors, will be neggatively impaeted by the unfair change proposed by the FCG.

s you know, UST is currently eoligeted on a revenug basis. People who use morg pay more into the syslem. [f the
FCOC changes that system (o a flat feg, that means that someong who uses ong thousand minutgs & month of long
distanee, pays thg samg amount inlo the fund as somgong who usgs zero minulgs of long distance a month,
Constilugnls who usg their limiled resourees wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volumg long distance users, like students, prepaid wirgless users, senior eitizgns
and low-ineome residgntial and rural eonsumgrs, 1o give up their phones dug 1o unafjordable monthly inergases on
thgir bills. Shifting the funding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volume usgrs is radieal and unngegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental gffect on smali busingsses all aeross fImgrica.

The Reep UST Fair Coalition, of which [ am a mgmber, Regps me informed about the USF issug with monthly newsletigrs
and up 1o date information on their website, ineluding links to FCC information. Whilg 1 am awarg that Jederal law dogs
not require companigs to reeover, or "pass alongd” these fegs to their customers, the reality is thal they do. fs a
consumer | would like gnsure | am charged fairly. If the PCC gogs lo & numbers laxed, my sgrvieg will cost merg, {ind
aceording to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, thg FCT has plans to change (o & flat feg system
soon and without legislation.

1 will conlinue to monitor degvelopmenis on the issug and continug 1o spread the word to my community. | request you
pass along my conegrns to thg TCC on my behal, lgiting thgm know how & flat fee tax could disproportionatgly affeet
those in your constitugney.

Thank gou for gour continugd work and i lock forward to hgaring about your position on this matter.

Sineerely,

Grace teddy

ea:
The Federal Communications Commisgion
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Sgnalor Johnniy Isakson

3. senatg

120 Russell Senalg Offieg Building
Washingion, PC 20510-0001

Subjeet: Re: Federal-$tatg Joint Poard on Universal Serviee CC Boeket 96-45

Pear Senator Isakson:

[ have sgrious conegrna regarding the Federal Commanications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Unjversal
derviee Tund (USF) eollgetion method 1o a monthly flat fee. Many of your constitugnts, ineluding me, my frignds. family
and ngighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair ehangg proposed by the PCC.

s you Know, UST is currently eollgeted on a rgvenug basis, Prople who usg more pay morg inlo the system.  If the
FCC changes that systgm (o a flat fee, thal means that someong who uses ong thousand minatzs a monih of long
distanceg, pays the same amount into the fund as someong who usgs zero minuies of long distaneg a month.
Constitugnts who usg their limited resourees wisgly should not be penalized for doing so.

T flat fee tax could causg many low-volume long distance usgrs, like students, prepaid wirglzss usgrs, senior citizens
and low-ineomg residential and rural consumgrs, (o give up their phongs dug 1o unaffordable monihly inergasgs on
their bills, ®hifting the funding burden of the UST from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unneegssary. In
addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on amal! busingsegs all aeross America,

The Keep UsT Fair Coalition, of which | am a mgmber, kgeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters
and up to date information on their website, ineluding links to FCC information. While | am awarg thal federal law dogs
aol requirg companigs 10 rgeover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. s a
eonsumer | would like ensurg | am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my sgrvieg will eost morg. nd
according to the Coalition's reegnt meetings with top FCU officials, the FUC has plans to change to a flat feg systgm
soon and without Iggiglation,

t will continug to monilor developments on the issug and eonlinug 1o spread the word to my eommunity. | regues! you
pass along my eoneegrns to the FOC on my behalf, lgtting them know how & flat fee tax could dispropertionalely affeel
thosg in your constitugney.

Thank you for your eontinugd work and | 1ook forward to hearing aboul your positicn on this matigr.
dinegrely,
Haney MeFall

ee: :
The Federal Communications Commission
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Victor I Pirie

19717 CR 132, Live Oak, FL. 32060-8904

November 2, 2005 8:04 AM

Senator Bill Nelson

U1.8. Scnale

716 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, 1DC 205100001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

1ear Senator Nelson:

I have scrious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USBH collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
famnily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system.  If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a momth.
Coustituents who use their imited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat lee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior cilizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly mereases on
their bills. Shifting the [unding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletiers and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While 1 am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their cusiomers, the reality is that they
do. Asa consumer I would like ensure [ am charged fairly, If the FCC goes to a numbers laxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
lee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the ssue and continue to spread the word to my community. [ request
you pass along my concerns 1o the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a {lat fec tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look lorward (o hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Victor [ Pirie

ot
The Federal Communications Commission
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Maithew Kroll

79830 AIRPORT Rd. , Port Wing, WI 54865

November 2, 2005 6:51 AM

Senator Russell Feingold

Li.S. Senale

506 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Feingold:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USY) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and necighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF 1s currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes 2 month of long
distance, pays the same amount mnto the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A llat lee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable montlily increases on
their bills. Shifiing the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesscs all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up Lo date information on their website, including Links to FCC information.  While I am aware that
federal law doces not require compatiics o recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my scrvice will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

[ wil contmue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, ictting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those 1 your constituency,

"Thank you lor your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Matthew Kroll

ces
The Federal Communications Commission
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Richard Burggraff

W
5930 Ray Norwood Rd. , Prince Frederick, MDD 20678

November 2, 2005 6:51 AM

Senator Barbara Mikulsks

[1.5. Senate

503 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Scnator Mikulski:

1 have serious concems regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many ol your constituents, including me, my friends,
[amily and neighbors, will be negatively impacied by the uniair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system.  If the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses once thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount mmto the fund as someone who uses zero mimates of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, 1 would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which [ am a member, keeps me informed about the TISF issuc with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While I am aware that
federal law docs not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged lairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalilion's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans to change to a fat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to mormitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my comumurnity. 1 request
you pass along my concerns Lo the FCC on my bhehaif, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
allect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this malter.

Sicerely,

Richard Burggraff

et
The Federal Communications Comumission
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Roger Plamondon
1407 10th Place South , Birmingham, Al 35205

November 2, 2005 8:33 AM

Senator Richard Shelby

U1.S. Senate

110 Hart Senate Oflice Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Jomt Board on Universal Service CC Dacket 96-45

Dcar Senator Shelby:

[ have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USH collection method to a monthly flat lee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my friends,
family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system.  1f the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month.
Constituents who use their imited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flal fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-mcome residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due 1o unaffordable monthly mereases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which T am a member, keeps mc informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While I am aware tha
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along” these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. As aconsumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC ofhcials, the FCC has plans (o change (o a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to momtor developments on the 1ssue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behall, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionatcly
allect those 1 your constituency.

Thank you for yvour continued work and I Jook forward to hearing about your position on this matier.

Sicerely,

Roger Plamondon

[ {4
The Federal Communications Commission
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1530A Pine St, Chrstiansburg, VA 24073

November 2, 2005 8:21 AM

Senator George Allen

1.5, Senate

204 Russell Senate Office Building
Waslington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Allen:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Comnissions' (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my Inends,
tamily and neighbors, will be negatively impacied by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. [ the
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as somcone who uses zero minutes of long distance a montl.
Constituents who usc their mited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wircless users, scnior citlzens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on
their bills. Shifimg the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users 1s radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletlers and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information.  While 1 am aware that
federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they
do. Asaconsumer I would like ensure 1 am charged fairly. If the FCC goes 1o a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC ollicials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat
{fec systemn soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request
you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately
affect those m your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I leok forward to hearing about your position on this maltler.

Sincerely,

JoBeth Brown

cc
The Federal Communications Commission
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M
501 West Main St , Decherd, TN 37324-3617

November 1, 2005 5:38 PM

Senator Lamar Alexander

U.5. Senate

302 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Alexander:

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more info the system. If
the FCC changes that system fo a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses aH across
America,

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links ta FCC information, While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community, I
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on'my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could
dispropor'rionafely affect those in your constituency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Conni¢ Boone : : .

cc
The Federal Communications Commission
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Michael Kinneavy
104 Lucille street , Glenshaw, PA 15116

November 2, 2005 7:36 AM

Scnator Rick Santorum

L1.8. Scnale

511 Dirksen Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Santorum:

I hiave serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the Universal
Service Fund (USF} collection method to a monthly Hat fee.  Many of your constituents, including me, my Iriends,
{amily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system, 1 the
FCC changes that system to a {lat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minuies of long distanee a month.
Consiituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A llat lee 1ax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unallordable mowthly inereases on
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary.
In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across America.

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which T am a member, keeps me mmformed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletlers and up to date information on their websile, including links to FCC information.  While [ am aware that
federal law does not require companies 1o recover, or "pass along’ these fees to their customenrs, the reality is that they
do. Asa consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my service will cost
more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans (o change 1o a flat
fee system soon and without legislation.

I will continue (o monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word 1o my community. 1 request
vou pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behall, letting them know how a flat {ce tax could disproportionately
affect those in your constihtency.

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Michael Kinneavy

[a{40d
The Federal Commumnications Commission
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November 1, 2005 5:39 PM

Senator Bill Nelson

U.5. Senate

716 Hart Senate Office Building
Woashington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Nelson:

T have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions’ (FCC) position to change the
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC.

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If
the FCC changes that system fo a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so.

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly
increases on their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across
America,

The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly
newsletters and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers
taxed, my service will cost more. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the
FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system soon and without legislation.

T will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I
request you pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could

disproporticnately affect those in your constituency.
Thank you for your continued woﬁk and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Norma Tarnowski

cc:
The Federal Communications Commission
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